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whole proceedings will inevitably get before the jury to enable 
them to understand the answers given. 7 If a proposal were made 
to the people of this state to give the defendant an opportunity 
to speak on being brought before the magistrate immediately after 
his arrest, 8 it would be strenuously opposed as a violation of the 
rights of the accused person. But a decision, as in the principal 
case, will pass unquestioned, although it gives an added advantage 
to the extra-legal, secret, unprotected inquisition in the sheriff's 
or district attorney's office. It will be no longer sound advice for 
a lawyer to advise his client to say nothing. If this does not 
compel a defendant to criminate himself, what would? 

A. M. K. 



Fixtures: Priority Between Real Estate Mortgagee and 
Conditional Seller of Chattels — In commenting upon the case 
of Oakland Bank of Savings v. California Pressed Brick Company 1 
in the last issue of the California Law Review, 2 the suggestion was 
made that by protecting the conditional seller of a chattel to be 
made a fixture against a later mortgagee of the realty, if the con- 
tract is recorded in such a way as to describe the property to 
which the chattel was to be affixed, a fair result for both parties 
might be reached. It has since been discovered that this is vir- 
tually the rule prescribed by the Uniform Conditional Sales Act, 3 
the draft of which was approved in 1918, and although it has 
been adopted in only two jurisdictions, 4 will undoubtedly be 
accepted by many others, in accordance with the plans of the 
Commissioners on Uniform State Laws. H. A. B. 

Husband and Wife: Rights of Bigamous Wife in Com- 
munity Property — Has a de facto wife any rights in the com- 
munity property? In Schneider v. Schneider 1 the California court 
answered this question in the affirmative. In this case the court 
decreed distribution of the "community property" of a "marriage" 
void by reason of the fact that the woman had a husband living 
at the time the union occurred. This result startles the theorist 
steeped in the learning of the common law, and it may well shock 
the California practitioner, for the effect of the principal case is 
to give full marital property rights to one who under the doctrines 



'People v. Melandrez (1906) 4 Cal. App. 396, 88 Pac. 372; Common- 
wealth v. Robinson (1896) 165 Mass. 426, 43 N. E. 121. 
8 5 Wigmore on Evidence, §851. 

1 (July 9, 1920) 60 Cal. Dec. 51. 

2 8 California Law Review, 442. 

3 Uniform Conditional Sales Act, § 7 ; Terry, Uniform State Laws, 565. 
«New Jersey (1919), South Dakota (1919). 

1 (July 26, 1920) 60 Cal. Dec. 94. 



